percent. Therefore, the use of pH paper to predict a gastric pH of <4 is of questionable validity. The reason for this discrepancy was not readily apparent but may have been due to the inhomogeneous mixture of gastric juice (ie, mucus, protein, acid, bile, etc). Given this information, our data suggest that the results ofany study using pH paper as a determinant oftrue gastric pH may be inaccurate.
To reply to the criticism of Drs Dobkin and Yeston, we first note that it is based on a previously published report by them and others,' which concluded that pH paper lacks clinical accuracy in guiding prophylaxis for stress gastritis and that reliance on its use would lead to a significant incidence of undertreatment. In two other studies, however, intragastric pH monitored continuously with an indwelling intragastric pH probe correlated well with that determined by using pH paper, the correlation coefficients in these studies ranging from 0.71k to 0. 
